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LEVEL DESCRIPTOR MARKS COMMENTS

0
The work does not reach a standard described by the descriptors 
below.

1–5
There is little or no evaluative interpretation of the extract, 
displaying a very limited understanding of how meaning is 
constructed through the use of !lm language. There is little or 
no understanding of the !lm history/!lm theory topic. Samples 
referred to may have some relevance to the topic but little use is 
made of them in the script.

6–10
There is a limited evaluative interpretation of the extract, 
displaying some understanding of how meaning is constructed 
through the use of !lm language. There is some understanding 
of the !lm history/!lm theory topic. Samples referred to are 
mostly relevant to the topic and some use is made of them in 
the script.

11–15
There is a coherent evaluative interpretation of the extract, 
displaying an adequate understanding of how meaning is 
constructed through the use of !lm language. There is an 
adequate understanding of the !lm history/!lm theory topic. 
Samples referred to are relevant to the topic and are clearly 
integrated into the script.

16–20
There is a coherent and detailed evaluative interpretation of the 
extract, displaying a good understanding of how meaning is 
constructed through the use of !lm language. There is a good 
understanding of the !lm history/!lm theory topic. Samples 
referred to are relevant to the topic and are well integrated into 
the script.

21–25
There is a coherent, incisive, insightful and detailed evaluative 
interpretation of the extract, displaying an excellent 
understanding of how meaning is constructed through the use 
of !lm language. There is an excellent understanding of the !lm 
history/!lm theory topic. Samples referred to are highly relevant 
to the topic and are coherently and fully integrated into the 
script.
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WRITTEN COMPONENT 

LEVEL DESCRIPTOR MARKS COMMENTS

0
The media presentation  does not reach a 
standard described by the descriptors 
below.

1–7
The presentation was riddled with sloppy 
errors that detracted from the content. 
The layout of the slides was inconsistent 
and made comprehension difficult, and 
the text was often difficult to read.Uses  
font, color, graphics, effects, etc., but 
these often distract from the presentation 
content. 

8–13
There were several errors in grammar, 
spelling, or usage. Text was not as 
readable as it could have been — the 
face may have been "cute" rather than 
readable, or the size may have been too 
small for ease of reading. Makes use of 
font, color, graphics, effects, etc., but 
occasionally these detract from the 
presentation content.  Uses headings or 
bulleted list to organize, but organization 
has flaws.

14–20
Only a few errors in grammar, spelling, or 
usage, but they did not detract fro the 
content.
Makes good use of font, color, graphics, 
effects, etc., to enhance the presentation.  
Uses headings or bulleted list to organize, 
but organization has flaws.

20–25
The presentation was easy to read; text 
was free of errors.Makes excellent use of 
font, color, graphics, effects, etc, to 
enhance the presentation.  Content is 
well organized, headings and bullets are 
used to group material. 


